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"Jurisdiction" is distinguished from "judgment," "merits," and other terms as a matter of the adjudicatory power of the 
court and not of the rights of the parties before the court or the effect of the court's action in the matter before the court. 


Jurisdiction refers to the adjudicatory power or competency of the court! and not to the rights of the parties as between 


themselves.” The jurisdiction of the court does not depend upon whether its decision is right or wrong, correct or incorrect.” 
Whether a party should win in an action is an altogether different question from whether the court has the power to say who 


wins." Statutes that speak to the rights or obligations of the parties to a lawsuit, rather than to the courts statutory or constitutional 


power to adjudicate the case, should not be treated as jurisdictional.” 


Jurisdiction concerns the court's capacity to pronounce judgment? but is to be distinguished from the judgment itself,’ rendered 


once the court's jurisdiction is invoked,’ and a decision on the merits.” 


"Jurisdiction" is distinguished from procedure in that "jurisdiction" relates to the court or forum that may hear and determine a 


controversy and "procedure" relates to the form or manner of conducting the suit. 1o 


"Jurisdiction" has been distinguished from "capacity" in that "capacity" deals with the ability of a party to participate in that 


litigation. |! The "capacity" of the court in a particular case may also be viewed as its capacity to order or effect a particular 
result, as opposed to the court's competency or jurisdiction to determine controversies of the general class to which the case 
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presented belongs. 12 The same is said of the court's "power" or, more aptly, its "authority" to order or effect a certain result, 9 


noting that "jurisdiction" and "power" are neither synonymous nor interchangeable. 14 
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